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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The prior office actions are incorporated herein by reference. In particular, the observations with 
respect to claim language, and response to previously presented arguments. 

• Claims 1 , 8, and 1 5 are canceled. 

• Claims 2, 9, and16 are amended. 

• Claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16-22 are pending. 

2. Claims 2, 9 and 16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph the rejections are 
withdrawn based on the amendments made by the applicant. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 25 July 2005 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive 
for the following reasons: 

4. Based on the office actions mailed on 28 October 2004 and 21 March 2005 and the arguments 
that were presented to the applicant as in regards to the clarity of the prior art in the claimed invention 
examiner would like to elaborate further; 

5. The examiner believes that the argument that the applicant has put forward on regards to claims 
2, 9, and 16 are not persuasive to over come the prior art of record. Applicant has miss characterized the 
examiner's characterization of the Lee et al. reference as well as the Pierce '384 and '139. Lee et al. 
reference teaches the limitations of the claims as they have been presented In their current forms in the 
claims. What examiner has pointed to is that Lee et al. along with Pierce '348 teach all the steps of the 
claims as they are presented in their current form, what the combination does not teach is that there is a 
communication with a data center to accomplish a verification of the stamp verses the claims stating that 
there is no such communication for the verification of stamp with a data center or a third party. However, 
Pierce '139 clearly teaches the specific limitation that there is no need of communication with a data 
center for the verifying means to verify the stamp (See Pierce '139, column 2, lines 6-14 and column 3, 
lines 44-58). Pierce '139 clearly states that the problem to be solved by the invention is removal of such 
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communication. As it has been understood by the examiner the interpretation of the applicant of the 
Pierce '139 is not proper, as Pierce '139 is clearly disclosing the fact that there is no need to 
communicate with a data center or a third party to verify the stamp, it states that such verification Is 
accomplished just by checking the digital signature based on the cryptographic hash generated at the 
receiving apparatus (here the postal refund authority) and matching the generated hash with the has that 
was included with the stamp (See Pierce '139 column 2, line 53-column 3, line 9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

7. Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent 6,285,990 to David K. Lee et al. in view of U.S. Patent 6.058,384 to Perry A. Pierce et al. and U.S. 
Patent 6,427,139 to Perry A. Pierce. 

8. As per claims 2, 9, and 16, Lee discloses an electronic revenue stamp issuing apparatus, 
method, and storage device, comprising: 

• request means for making a request for issuance of an electronic revenue stamp for a user- 
determined amount, said user-determined amount being a value or cost of the electronic revenue 
stamp, said request being made bv a receiver (See Lee column 7, lines 35-64); 

• debit means for tracking remaining value of a prepaid amount, said prepaid amount being 
reduced, each time an electronic revenue stamp is issued, bv said value or cost of said electronic 
revenue stamp (See Lee column 7, line 65-column 8, line 19); 
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• a judging means for judging whether the amount of said electronic revenue stamp to be issued is 
equal to or less than said prepaid amount (See Lee figures 2, 3. 5A-C and 7 and associated 
text, see column 4, lines 51-68, column 5, line 1-63); 

• an issuing means for issuing said electronic revenue stamp as data on a document (See Lee 
figures 2, 3, 5A-C and 7 and associated text, see column 4, lines 51-68, column 5, line 1- 
63), said issuer means giving a serial number with said data to said electronic revenue stamp, 
said data containing a digital signature of said electronic revenue stamp issuing apparatus on a 
message, said message including the document which said electronic revenue stamp is attached 
to, the amount of said electronic revenue stamp (See Lee figures 2. 3. 5A-C and 7 and 
associated text, see column 4, lines 51-68, column 5, line 1-63), and an identifier of a 
receiver of said electronic revenue stamp, if said amount of said revenue stamp is judged to be 
equal to or less than said prepaid amount bv said iudqinq means (See Lee figures 2, 3. 5A-C 
and 7 and associated text, see column 4, lines 51-68, column 5, line 1-63); 

• a balance amount reducing means for reducing o f said debit means bv said value or cost of said 
electronic revenue stamp if said electronic revenue stamp is issued (See Lee figures 2, 3, 5A-C 
and 7 and associated text, see column 4, lines 51-68, column 5, line 1-63. column 6, lines 
1-68, and column 7, lines 1-25); 

What is not clear and explicit in Lee is the usage of the signature for further security and 
additional information transfer within the indicia. Lee clearly discloses the use of digital token as 
means of secure transaction within the metering system and record keeping for further tracking of 
indicia issuing and book keeping. 

However, Pierce (384) clearly teaches the steps of using specifically a digital signature in order 
for further securing issuance and refunding of revenue stamps (See Pierce (384) figure 2 and 
associated text, column 1, lines 19-64. column 2. lines 1-58, column 4, lines 1-64). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and Pierce teachings for creating revenue stamps and a more 
efficient, less processing time, and better security control of refunding unused revenue stamps. 

Additionally, what Lee and Pierce '384 are not clear and explicit on is the following limitations 
is the specific use of signature as the verifying means as well as the absence of the 
communication to a data center for such verification. However, Pierce '384 clearly teaches, 

• a verifying means that is part of the stamp issuing apparatus, for receiving a digital certificate for 
making an electronic revenue stamp invalid, said digital certificate containing a digital signature of 
said receiver, and verifying whether said distal certificate is valid or not by using an identifier of 
said receiver; (See Pierce (384) abstract, figures land 2 along with the associated text, 
column 1, lines 19-64, column 2, lines 1-58, column 4, lines 1-64, column 5, lines 10-68 
and column 6, lines 1-53 and Pierce (139) figure 3 and column 2, lines 53-65 and column 3, 
lines 10-15); 

• an amount increasing means for increasing said prepaid amount bv an amount eoual to the value 
or cost of said invalidated electronic revenue stamp (See Pierce (384) abstract, figures land 2 
along with the associated text, column 1, lines 19-64. column 2. lines 1-58. column 4. lines 
1-64, column 5, lines 10-68 and column 6, lines 1-53); and 

• an invalid electronic revenue stamp recording means for recording receipt of said distal certificate 
(See Pierce (384) abstract, figures land 2 along with the associated text, column 1 , lines 
19-64, column 2. lines 1-58. column 4, lines 1-64, column 5, lines 10-68 and column 6, 
lines 1-53). 

What is not clear and explicit in Lee and Pierce (384) is the absence of the communication 
between the first entity (issuer of the refund stamp) and the receiving entity (here the postal refund 
authority) in the verification step of above claimed invention. However, Pierce (139) clearly teaches 
and discloses a system and method to make a verification of the digital certificate and the 
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signature without communication with a data center (See Pierce '1 39, column 2, lines 53- column3, 
lines 15 and lines 44-58, column 5, lines 37-52). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and the two Pierce systems for creating revenue stamps 
generators that are more efficient, less processing time consuming, less need for communication lines 
and better security control of refunding unused revenue stamps or making payments for other services. 

9. As per claims 3, 10, and 17, Lee and Pierce teach all the limitations of claims 1, 8, and 15 further; 
What Lee is not clear and explicit on is the following limitations. However, Pierce clearly 

teaches, 

• said issuing means issues an issue number of said electronic revenue stamp issuing 
apparatus to said electronic revenue stamp, and 

• said message include said issue number (See Pierce abstract, figures land 2 along with 
the associated text, column 1, lines 19-64, column 2, lines 1-58. column 4, lines 1-64, 
column 5, lines 10-68 and column 6, lines 1-53). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and Pierce systems for creating revenue stamps and a more 
efficient, less processing time consuming, and better security control of refunding unused revenue 
stamps. 

10. As per claims 4, 11, and 18, Lee and Pierce teach all the limitations of claims 2, 9. and 15 further; 
What Lee is not clear and explicit on is the following limitations. However, Pierce clearly 

teaches, 

• said verifying means verifies whether said digital certificate making electronic revenue 
stamp invalid is valid or not, by using said identifier of said receiver and an issue number of 
said electronic revenue stamp issuing apparatus (See Pierce abstract, figures land 2 along 
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with the associated text, column 1, lines 19-64, column 2, lines 1-58. column 4, lines 1-64, 

column 5. lines 10-68 and column 6. lines 1-53). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and Pierce systems for creating revenue stamps and a more 
efficient, less processing time consuming, and better security control of refunding unused revenue 
stamps. 

11. As per claims 5. 12. and 19, Lee and Pierce teach all the limitations of claim 2, further; 
What Lee is not clear and explicit on is the following limitations. However. Pierce clearly 

teaches, ^ 

• invalid electronic revenue stamp data for storing data of electronic revenue stamps made to 
be invalid (See Pierce abstract, figures land 2 along with the associated text, column 1. lines 19- 
64, column 2, lines 1-58, column 4, lines 1-64, column 5, lines 10-68 and column 6, lines 1-53). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and Pierce systems for creating revenue stamps and a more 
efficient, less processing time consuming, and better security control of refunding unused revenue 
stamps. 

12. As per claims 6, 13. and 20. Lee and Pierce teach all the limitations of claims 1, 8, and 14 further; 
What Lee is not clear and explicit on is the following limitations. However, Pierce clearly 

teaches. 

• an issued electronic revenue stamp recording means which records issued electronic 
revenue stamps (See Pierce abstract, figures land 2 along with the associated text, column 1, 
lines 19-64. column 2. lines 1-58, column 4. lines 1-64, column 5, lines 10-68 and column 6. lines 
1-53); and 
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• storing means for issued electronic revenue stamp data and invalid electronic revenue 
stamp data (See Pierce abstract, figures land 2 along with the associated text, column 1, 
lines 19-64. column 2, lines 1-58, column 4, lines 1-64, column 5, lines 10-68 and column 
6. lines 1-53). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and Pierce systems for creating revenue stamps and a more 
efficient, less processing time consuming, and better security control of refunding unused revenue 
stamps. 

1 3. As per claims 7, 14, and 21 Lee and Pierce teach all the limitations of claims 2, 9, and 15 further; 
What Lee is not clear and explicit on is the following limitations. However, Pierce clearly 

teaches, 

• said verifying means verifies that said digital certificate making electronic revenue stamp 
invalid is issued for an electronic revenue stamp issued by said electronic revenue stamp 
issuing apparatus and also issued by a receiver who is a valid receiver of said electronic 
revenue stamp, and also verifies that said digital certificate making electronic revenue 
stamp invalid was not used before (See Pierce abstract, figures land 2 along with the 
associated text, column 1, lines 19-64, column 2, lines 1-58, column 4, lines 1-64, column 5, lines 
10-68 and column 6, lines 1-53). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current 
invention was made to combine the Lee and Pierce systems for creating revenue stamps and a more 
efficient, less processing time consuming, and better security control of refunding unused revenue 
stamps. 

14. As per claim 22. Lee and Pierce clearly teach all the limitations of claim 15. further; 
Lee discloses. 



Application/Control Number: 09/710.306 
Art Unit: 3621 



Page 9 



• said program storage device storing said control program of said electronic revenue stamp 
issuing method is an IC card (See Lee figures 1, 2. 3 and 7 and associated text, abstract, 
and column 5, line 20-68, column 6, lines 1-68 and column 7. lines 1-64). 
15. Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior arts of record in the body of 
this action for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the 
teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the response, 
to consider fully the entire references as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as 
the context of the passage as taught by the prior arts or disclosed by the examiner. 
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Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
• International Application Publication No. WO 97/40472 to Gary Gardner. Secure Postage 

Payment system and Method. 

1 7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 ,1 36(a). 

18. .A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

19. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to Kambiz Abdi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-6702. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 
9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached at (571) 272-6712. 

20. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair. 
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Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 [Official communications; including After Final communications labeled "Box AF] 
(571) 273-6702 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFTT 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Examiner in the 

Knox Building, 50 Dulany St. Alexandria, VA. 



Kambiz Abdi 




October 13, 2005 



